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Abstract. In this note, we prove an optimal upper bound for the first Dirac eigenvalue of
some hypersurfaces in the Euclidean space by combining a positive mass theorem and the
construction of quasi-spherical metrics. As a direct consequence of this estimate, we obtain
an asymptotic expansion for the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator on large spheres in
three-dimensional asymptotically flat manifolds. We also study this expansion for small
geodesic spheres in a three-dimensional Riemannian manifold. We finally discuss how this
method can be adapted to yield similar results in the hyperbolic space.
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1 Introduction

A smooth and connected n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) is asymptotically flat if
there exists a compact set K C M and a diffeomorphism ®: M \ K — R" \ B, for a closed
ball B, such that in the asymptotically flat coordinates x = (z1,...,x,) given by ®, we have

gij = 0ij + 0y,
where 0;; are smooth functions satisfying
Uij = O(’l“_T), 8k0ij = O(|.%"_T_1), 8}4910@' = O(‘$|_T_2)

as |z| — +oo for some constant 7 > ”T_Q and for all 4,45,k,l = 1,...,n. Moreover, we require
that the scalar curvature R of ¢ is integrable. In this situation, the ADM mass of (M,g) is
defined as

1 09ij 9954
M,g) = 1 o L
mADM( 79) 2(n —_ 1 Wn 1 r_}gloo Z / (8$] Ox; >V Sr,

where w,_1 is the area of the unit sphere S"~! ¢ R™ and S, C M is a large coordinate sphere
of radius r with outward normal v. It is a well-known fact that the limit in the right-hand side
above is finite and that its values does not depend on the chosen asymptotically flat coordinates
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so that it defines a geometric invariant of (M, g) (see [4, 10]). When (M, g) is a space-like slice
of a time-symmetric isolated gravitational system, the ADM mass measures the energy of this
system. In this situation, the scalar curvature expresses the energy density of the system so
that it is natural to conjecture that if R > 0 then mapm(M, g) > 0 with equality if and only if
(M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space. This is the famous positive mass theorem which is
known to be true by the works of Schoen and Yau [28, 29] and Witten [33].

If n = 3, the positive mass theorem is equivalent to a result of Shi and Tam [30] which states
that if (9, ¢g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and whose
boundary is a 2-sphere with positive Gauss curvature and positive mean curvature H then

/Hdzg/”ﬂodz. (1.1)
by b

Here Hy denotes the mean curvature of the unique strictly convex isometric embedding of
(3,7), v:= 9|z, in the Euclidean space (R3, 5) whose existence and unicity are ensured by the
Weyl’s embedding theorem [26, 27]. In a certain sense, the Shi-Tam’s inequality localizes the
positive mass theorem. The proof of the inequality (1.1) is based on a low regularity positive
mass theorem which can be obtained using the Witten’s method. This approach requires the
existence of a spin structure on M which allows to define spinors as well as the Dirac operator
associated to the Riemannian metric g. One of the key point in Witten’s proof is that both
the scalar curvature and the mass appear in the corresponding Bochner formula, the first as the
curvature term in its pointwise version and the second as the boundary-at-infinity contribution
in its integral version.

In this note, we remark that the Shi-Tam’s approach can be used to derive a new upper
bound for the first nonnegative eigenvalue of the extrinsic Dirac operator of some compact
hypersurfaces in Euclidean space. More precisely, we will prove:

Theorem 1.1. Let ¥ be a compact, orientable, mean-convex and star-shaped hypersurface with
positive scalar curvature in the n-dimensional Fuclidean space. Then the first nonnegative eigen-
value A\ (X, 7) of the extrinsic Dirac operator D, of (X,7) satisfies

Js, Hodx

A (2 <
1( 77)— 2|E|

(1.2)
Here Hy denotes the mean curvature function of ¥ in R™ and || its volume. Equality occurs if
and only if the hypersurface is a round sphere.

Note that if n is odd, the restriction of the spinor bundle over R™ to ¥ corresponds to the
intrinsic spinor bundle over ¥ equipped with the induced spin and Riemannian structures. Then
the extrinsic Dirac operator J),, can be identified with the intrinsic Dirac operator Dy, of (£,7).
On the other hand, if n is even, this restriction is given by two copies of the intrinsic spinor
bundle over ¥ on which the extrinsic Dirac operator ), acts as Dsy; on the first component and
as —Dy on the second one. This allows to deduce that the first eigenvalue A;(3, ) corresponds
to the absolute value of the first eigenvalue of the intrinsic Dirac operator of (X, ) which has to
be positive by the Friedrich inequality [14] since we assumed that its scalar curvature is positive.

We refer to the monograph [7], where the reader can find most of the proofs of the results
we used in this paper concerning spin geometry. When (X, ) is a 2-sphere with positive Gauss
curvature, the Weyl’s embedding theorem implies the following intrinsic upper bound:

Corollary 1.2. Let (X,7v) be a 2-sphere with positive Gauss curvature then

Jy. Ho dS

A (2 <
1( ”Y)— 2|2|

Equality occurs if and only if (X,7) is a round sphere.
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The proof of Theorem 1.1 is a direct combination of the construction of Bartnik [4] and Shi-
Tam [30] of quasi-spherical metrics (and more generally its generalization by Eichmair, Miao and
Wang [12]) and a positive mass theorem for manifolds with boundary due to Herzlich [17, 18].

This new estimate leads to several applications. First, it allows to study the asymptotic
behavior of the first nonnegative Dirac eigenvalue of large spheres in three-dimensional asymp-
totically flat manifolds. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be an asymptotically flat 3-dimensional manifold and let S, be a co-
ordinate sphere of radius r > 0 in some chart at infinity. Then if A\1(Sy, gr) denotes the first
nonnegative eigenvalue of the extrinsic Dirac operator on S, endowed with the metric g, induced
by g, it holds that

1
)\1(57"797‘)‘57"’ - 2/ Hr dST‘ + 47TmADM(M7 g) + 0(1) (13)
S,
Here H, represents the mean curvature of S, in (M, g) and |S;| the area of (S,,¢g,). An im-

mediate consequence of Theorem 1.3 and the positive mass theorem is:

Corollary 1.4. Let (M, g) be an asymptotically flat 3-manifold with nonnegative scalar curva-
ture. Then

1
lim (Al(ST, PAICA / Hrdsr> >0,
Sr

r—+00

and equality holds if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space R3.

Another direct consequence of Corollary 1.2 is provided by the small-sphere limit of the first
eigenvalue of the Dirac operator. More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g) be a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold, p be a fized interior point
of M and S, be the geodesic sphere of radius r centered at p with induced metric v,. Forr small
enough, we have

R
M (S5 0) = M(r00) + By o),

where \1(Sy,d,) = 1/r is the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator on a 2-dimensional round
sphere of radius .

This means that, at least for n = 3, the scalar curvature at a point can be recovered from the
first eigenvalues of the Dirac operator on small geodesic spheres. We also deduce immediately
a result similar to Theorem 1.3 in this situation, namely:

Corollary 1.6. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension 3, p be a fixed interior point
of M and S, be the geodesic sphere of radius r centered at p with induced metric .. Forr small
enough, we have

1
A1 (Sr, ) |Sr| = 2/ H,.dS, + gR(p)r?’ +0(r?).
Sy
In particular, if R(p) > 0, then
tim — (M (SIS = = [ HodS, ) >0
rl—l;% r3 1907, Vr r 2 s, r r|] =Y

and equality occurs if and only if (M, g) is flat at p.
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It turns out that this approach can easily be extended to the hyperbolic setting. More
precisely, if (X,) is a compact hypersurface isometrically embedded in the n-dimensional hy-
perbolic space Hn(—/€2) with constant sectional curvature —x? for some x > 0, we are naturally
lead to consider the first nonnegative eigenvalues /\li(E, ~v) of zero order modifications ﬂ)f of the
extrinsic Dirac operator D, (see Section 5 for precise definitions). Then we prove the following
upper bound regarding these eigenvalues:

Theorem 1.7. Let (3,7) be a hypersurface isometrically embedded into H”(—KQ) with mean
curvature Ho and with sectional curvature K > —k?, which is homeomorphic to a (n—1)-sphere.
Then the first nonnegative eigenvalue /\f(E,'y) of the Dirac-type operator D,jYE satisfies

1
)\{E(E,'y)/zcosh(m") d¥ < Z/EHO cosh(kr) dX. (1.4)

Equality occurs if and only if the hypersurface is a geodesic sphere centered at the origin.

Here, without loss of generality, we assumed that ¥ encloses a region () which contains
0o=(0,...,0,1/k) € H"(—£?) C R™!, where R™! denotes the (n + 1)-dimensional Minkowski
space and r is the geodesic distance of a point from o. Combining this estimate with a lower
bound on )\li(E, v) gives the following Minkowski-type inequality when n = 3:

Corollary 1.8. Let (X,7) be a 2-sphere with sectional curvature bounded from below by —k?

embedded into H3( 2 with mean curvature Hy. Then

/Hocos KT d2>41/|2|+/cosh KT) (1.5)

Moreover, equality occurs if and only if (X,7) is a geodesic sphere centered at the origin.

This last inequality should be compared to similar inequalities obtained by Ge, Wang and
Wu [15] and by Brendle, Hung and Wang [9].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1. The first
Dirac eigenvalue expansions on large spheres and small spheres are respectively proved in Sec-
tion 3 and Section 4. The last part is devoted to the study of the hyperbolic setting.

2 A new upper bound for the first Dirac eigenvalue

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we need to quickly review the proof of the Shi-Tam inequal-
ity (1.1). The first main ingredient in their proof is the construction of quasi-spherical metrics
initiated by Bartnik [5]. Let (3,7) be a compact and strictly convex hypersurface embedded
in the n-dimensional Euclidean space. Then, the set R™ \ €2, where 2 is the compact domain
enclosed by 3 in R", is foliated by X, the hypersurface at distance p from ¥. In the following,
we will identify R™ \ Q with £ := ¥ x [0,4+00]. Throughout this identification, the Euclidean
metric on € can be expressed as dp? + Yp, Where 7, is the induced metric on X, and vy = 7.
Then it is proved in [30] that for any positive function ug on X, there exists a positive function u
on & such that the Riemannian metric

gu = u*dp® + 7, (2.1)

is scalar flat with u(-,0) = ug. One can say even more since in fact (£, g,,) is an asymptotically
flat manifold with well-defined ADM mass. The second crucial fact in the proof of (1.1) is that
the function

€[0,00) = [ Hy(1—u')dS,,
2p
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where H,, denotes the mean curvature of X, in R", is nonincreasing in p and tends to a multiple
of the ADM mass of (£, g,) as p goes to infinity. In particular, it holds that

/zHo(l —ug ') dE > c(n)mapm(€, gu)

for some positive constant ¢(n) depending only on n. So, as soon as one can show that the mass
of (£, gy) is nonnegative, we get

/HodEz/uol’HodE. (2.2)
b by

This can be done when (3, ) is a 2-sphere with positive Gauss curvature bounding a compact
Riemannian 3-manifold (29, g) with nonnegative scalar curvature and positive mean curva-
ture H. Indeed, since (£, g,) has a compact inner boundary which is isometric to (X,v) with
mean curvature equal to ug 194, if we choose the initial value uy = Ho /H, one can glue (€, g)
and (&, g,,) along their common boundaries to get an asymptotically flat manifold for which the
positive mass theorem holds. The inequality (2.2) exactly yields the Shi-Tam inequality.

In our situation, we will directly apply a positive mass theorem for asymptotically flat mani-
folds with compact inner boundary to (£, g,,). This result, due to Herzlich [17, 18], ensures that
the ADM mass is nonnegative when the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator of (3, ) satisfies
a certain lower bound. More precisely, it states:

Theorem 2.1 ([17, 18]). Let (M,g) be a n-dimensional Riemannian spin asymptotically flat
manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and with a compact inner boundary 3. Assume that
the first nonnegative eigenvalue \1(%,) is positive and satisfies

A(2,v) > -H, (2.3)

1
2
where H 1is the mean curvature of ¥ in M. Then the mass is nonnegative and if the mass is
zero, (M, g) is flat and the mean curvature is constant and equal to H = 2X1(2,7).

This result is sharp since the exterior of round balls in Euclidean space are flat manifolds
with zero mass for which (2.3) is an equality. In our conventions, the mean curvature of an
(n — 1)-dimensional round sphere with radius » > 0 in Euclidean space is (n —1)/r. We are now
in position to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First assumed that (X,7) is a strictly convex hypersurface in R™.
As recalled above, one can solve the quasi-spherical metric problem on £ with the initial value

Uo Ho > 0.

1

2)\1 (27 '7)
Then the metric g, defined by (2.1) yields, on &£, an asymptotically flat metric with zero scalar
curvature for which the inner compact boundary is isometric to (3,~) and has constant mean
curvature H = 2X\(X%,~). It is immediate to see that Theorem 2.1 applies so that we deduce
from (2.2) the inequality (1.2). If now we assume that equality occurs, then the ADM mass of
(€, gu) is zero and the positive mass theorem implies that the metric g, is flat. From the Gauss
formula, one can compute that the Riemann curvature tensor Riem,, of g, is given by

Riemy(e;, €5, €, €5) = (1 — u_Z)Riemp(ei,ej,ei,ej),

where Riem,, is the Riemann curvature tensor of ¥, and {e; | 1 <i < n—1}isalocal orthonormal
frame on (X, ) parallel translated in the direction of 8%. Since the metric g, is flat and X, is
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strictly convex in R™ for all p > 0, we conclude that v = 1. Then (X, ) is a smooth embedded
compact hypersurface in the Euclidean space with constant mean curvature and so it is a round
sphere. The converse is obvious since for a Euclidean round sphere with radius » > 0, its first
Dirac eigenvalue is equal to (n — 1)/(2r) and its mean curvature is equal to (n — 1)/r.

If now we assume that the hypersurface X is star-shaped with positive scalar and mean
curvatures, we apply the method developed by Eichmair, Miao and Wang [12]. Under these
assumptions, there exists a smooth map F': ¥ x [0,00) — R™ such that

oF H,

— =1ty

dp Rp
F(X,0) =% and X, := F(3, p) has positive mean and scalar curvatures and is a strictly convex
hypersurface for p sufficiently large, say for p > pg. Here v is the outer unit normal to the
hypersurface ¥,, H, is its mean curvature and R, its scalar curvature. Moreover, the pull-back
of the Euclidean metric by F on ¥ x [0, po] has the form g, given by (2.1) with 7 a smooth positive

function. From [12, Proposition 2], there exists a smooth positive function v on ¥ x [0, pg] such
that the scalar curvature of the metric g, is zero and with initial data

1}(', O) o 77('70)

2)‘1(277) °

This last condition implies that the mean curvature of ¥ ~ ¥ x {0} is equal to hg = 2X\1(2,7)
for the metric g,. Then, as proved in [12, Proposition 3], the function

p €0, po] /E (H, — hy) dS,,

where h, represents the mean curvature of ¥, with respect to the metric g,, is monotone
nonincreasing in p and so it follows that

/ (Ho — ho) d% = / HodS — 2X\1(Z,7)[S] > /(Hpo — hyy) A, (2.4)
3 3 b

Now we can apply the original construction of Shi and Tam to the strictly convex hypersur-
face X,, by solving the quasi-spherical equation in such a way that the resulting manifold
(X % [po, 20), gu) is an asymptotically flat manifold whose inner boundary is isometric to (X, v,,)
with mean curvature equal to h,,. As before, we get from (2.2) that

/E (Hyo — o) A8 > e(n)mam(€, gu). (2.5)

Gluing (X X [0, po], gv) and (3 x [pg, >0), g,,) along their common boundary (X,7,,) yields an
asymptotically flat manifold (£, g) with Lipschitz metric along ¥,,, with ADM mass equal to
mapMm(E, gn) and with a compact inner boundary whose mean curvature is equal to 21 (X, ).
Combining (2.4) and (2.5) with the fact that Theorem 2.1 holds in this context (see Remark 2.4)
yields the desired inequality. If equality occurs, we deduce as before that the manifold (£,79) is
flat away from X,, and that u = 1 since X, is convex for p > pg. On the other hand, we also
deduce from the Gauss formula that u = 7 since ¥, has positive scalar curvature for p € [0, po].
This allows to conclude that (£, ) is isometric to the exterior of ¥ in the Euclidean space. The
end of the proof then proceeds as in the previous case. |

Remark 2.2. The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

1/2
/Hod2§ ]2\1/2</7-[3d2>
P )
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so that our inequality (1.2) implies the well-known upper bound
) 1 HEas
4 [F
due to Bar [3]. Note however that this last inequality holds in a much more broader context

since it only assumes the existence of an isometric immersion of (¥, y) in a Riemannian manifold
carrying a parallel spinor field.

)\1(2’ 7)

Remark 2.3. When ¥ is homeomorphic to a 2-sphere, the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator
on (X,~) satisfies the Bar-Hijazi inequality [2, 19, 20]

A(D, ) > 2\/@ (2.6)

with equality if and only if (3, ) is isometric to a round sphere. If now we assume that (3, )
satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, one can apply (1.2) for n = 3 which, with (2.6), yields
the well-known Minkowski inequality

/ HodS > 4y/7 |3,
3

The equality holds only for the round spheres.

Remark 2.4. We briefly explain here how to prove Theorem 2.1 for asymptotically flat mani-
folds with corners along a hypersurface. An asymptotically flat manifold (M, g) with boundary ¥
is said to have a corner along a hypersurface N if it can be written as the disjoint union of two
subsets M, and M_, where (M4, gy) is a smooth n-dimensional asymptotically flat manifold
with boundary N and (M_, g_) is a smooth n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with
boundary ¥ U N and where g+ = g|p7,. The ADM mass of (M, g) corresponds to the ADM
mass of (M4,g+). Let also Hy and H_ the mean curvatures of N in (M4, g4+) and (M_,g_)
with respect to the unit normal pointing toward infinity. The positive mass theorem for such
manifolds asserts that if the scalar curvature of (M, g) is nonnegative and if H_ > H,, then
its ADM mass is nonnegative. The proof of the positive mass Theorem 2.1 relies essentially on
two important points: the existence of a harmonic spinor field satisfying the Atiyah—Patodi—
Singer condition which is asymptotic to a constant spinor, usually called a Witten spinor, and
an integral version of the Schrodinger—Lichnerowicz formula. For the first point, it is enough to
observe that since the metric g is Lipschitz, the work of Bartnik and Chrusciel [6] still applies to
construct an adequate spinor ®. On the other hand, recall that the Schrédinger—Lichnerowicz
formula asserts that

D% = V*Vi) + %w

for all spinor field ¥ on M and where D, V and V* are respectively the Dirac operator, the spin
Levi-Civita connection and its L2-formal adjoint on (M, g). Although this formula is no longer
valid on (M, g) since the scalar curvature is not defined on N, it remains true on (M, g+) and on
(M_, g_) separately. We can then integrate this formula on M_ first and then on a domain Mg
in My whose boundary is the union of N and a coordinate sphere at infinity with radius R.
Adding them together and inserting the aforementioned Witten spinor ® lead to

1

R 1
30 Denovmann(M.g) = [ (V0P + Jjof ) aar + 5 [ (-~ H)l8P N
2 v 4 2 [y

. / P9+ Lo, 0)ds
> 2

as R goes to infinity. The nonnegativity of the mass then follows from the assumptions R > 0,
H_ > H, and (2.3).
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3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

If r is large enough, the Gauss curvature of S, endowed with the metric g, is positive. So, by
the solution of the Weyl’s embedding problem, (S,,g,) can be isometrically embedded in R3
with positive mean curvature Ho. This embedding is unique up to an isometry of R3. It follows
from [13, Lemma 2.4] that

HodS, = 4rr + ’ST‘ +0(r'?),
Sr

which, when combined with Corollary 1.2, yields

S,
A1(Sr, gr)|Sr| < 27r + ’2;| + 0(7“1_27).
From [13, Lemma 2.1], the area of S, has the following expansion

|S,| = dmr® + B(r) + O(r'7%7) (3.1)

near infinity where
Blr) =5 . 9o S
satisfies B(r) = O(r*~") so that

A1 (S, g)|Sy| < dmr + B2(:) +O(r'27). (3.2)

Here gf'«j is (gr)s; raised with respect to g”. On the other hand, the Bir-Hijazi inequality (2.6)
with (3.1) leads to

NS gn)I5] 2 2152 = e+ B 1 o1 ), (33)
From (3.2) and (3.3), we deduce that
M (Sr, gr)|Sr| = 4mr + Ar) +o(1) (3.4)

,
since 7 > 1. Now recall from [13, Lemma 2.2] that

S
H,.dS, = | . | + 4mr — 8mmapm(M, g) + o(1),
Sr

which, with (3.1), gives

1
— | H,dS, =47mr + Blr) _ drmapm(M, g) + o(1). (3.5)
2 Sy 2r

The asymptotic expansion (1.3) follows directly from (3.4) and (3.5). [

Remark 3.1. In [24], Hijazi, Montiel and Zhang proved an inequality relating the first non-
negative eigenvalue of the Dirac operator of hypersurfaces bounding compact spin Riemannian
manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature. A direct consequence of this result ensures that
if (€2, g) is a 3-dimensional manifold whose boundary ¥ is the union of a minimal 2-sphere Xy
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and a surface Yo with positive mean curvature Hp, the first nonnegative eigenvalue A1 (30, )
of the Dirac operator (X0, ) with v := g5, satisfies

M (Xo,7) > %mzi:n Hop. (3.6)

The proof of the inequality (3.6), in a broad sense, is given in [24, Theorem 6]. The fact that
the equality cannot hold for a domain €2 as above can be seen as follows. In fact, it is easy to see
that if equality holds in (3.6), the domain ) carries a parallel spinor with respect to the metric g
whose restriction to Xy gives rise to a harmonic spinor on this boundary component. However,
this is impossible since we assumed that Xy is a 2-sphere on which such a spinor field cannot
exist by the Bar-Hijazi inequality (2.6). This inequality applies for example when (M, g) is a 3-
dimensional asymptotically flat manifold with nonnegative scalar curvature and with compact
minimal inner boundary dM and . is the compact domain whose boundary is the disjoint
union of OM and a coordinate sphere S, with » > 0. The asymptotic expansion (1.3) shows
explicitly that the non-sharpness of (3.6) in this situation is directly related to the positivity
of the ADM mass of (M,g). Indeed, from the work of Bray [8, Theorem 9], the presence of
a minimal compact boundary on (M, g) ensures that its ADM mass is positive and so it follows
from Theorem 1.3 that

1
215,

1
M (S gr) > / H,dS, > + min H, (3.7)
Sy 2 S,

for r sufficiently large. Note that (3.7) improves (3.6) since it replaces a pointwise bound by an
integral one.

Remark 3.2. Assume that (M, g) is a 3-dimensional asymptotically Schwarzschild manifold of
mass m that is there exists a bounded set K such that M\ K is diffeomorphic to the complement
of a closed ball in R3 and such that, in the coordinate charts induced by this diffeomorphism,
the metric satisfies

4
2m _
9ij = <1 am )%‘ +oiy, Y lal'1d'oyl = O(le| ),
=0

z|

where m is a real number. Note that the parameter m corresponds exactly to the ADM mass
of (M,g). In this situation, one can say more since, using the same method and the estimates
in [30, Section 5], we get an asymptotic expansion for the first eigenvalue, namely

m 1

1
M(Sr,gr) = e +O(r3>'

A direct consequence of this expansion and the positive mass theorem is the following compar-
ison result for the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator. If the scalar curvature of (M,g) is
nonnegative, then

lim (M (Sr, 8:) — A1(Sr, gr)) >0,
where (S, 0,) = 1/r is the first eigenvalue of the Dirac operator s, on the Euclidean sphere
of radius r. Moreover, equality occurs if and only if (M, g) is isometric to the Euclidean space.
In particular, if the mass m of (M, g) is positive, then A;(Sy, gr) < A1(Sr, ;) for sufficiently
large r. This is the case for example when (M, g) has nonnegative scalar curvature and a compact
inner boundary with nonpositive mean curvature.
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.5

In this section, we give a lower and an upper estimates for the first eigenvalue of the Dirac
operator which imply the expansion of Theorem 1.5. Let (M, g) be a 3-dimensional Riemannian
manifold and let p € M be an interior point. Consider (z1, z2, 3) the normal coordinates near p
and let r be the geodesic distance form p. Lemma 3.2 in [13] ensures that

|S-| = Amr? — 2?WR(QD)T4 + 67%5(4}%(1))2 — 2|Ric(p)|2 — 9AR(p))T6 + O(r7) (4.1)

and so it follows from the Bar—Hijazi inequality (2.6) that

R(p) . L) 3

1
> 2o A A\
A (Sraw) 2 2 5T T

+ O(r4), (4.2)

where we let

9

= LB (0) + 2Ric*(p) + IAR(p).

L(p)
Here |Ric| denotes the norm of the Ricci curvature and A is the Laplacian of (M, g). On the
other hand, for r small enough, the sphere (S,,~,) has positive Gauss curvature in such a way
that it can be isometrically embedded in R? with positive mean curvature Hy. Then it is proved
in [13, p. 66] that

™

~ 5700 (9932(19) — 312|Ric|?(p) + 36AR(p))r5 n O(Tﬁ).

2
HodS, = 8nr — IR(p)r‘g
S, 9

Combining this formula with (4.1) and (1.2) yields

1 R(p) 1 20 )3 4
)\ S’I‘7 T S - L E O 5 4
1Sk ) < - T+ a6 (L) + 80IEP(R))r + 0(r) (4.3)
where E := Ric — (R/3)g is the traceless part of the Ricci tensor of (M, g). It is now obvious to

deduce Theorem 1.5 and Corollary 1.6 from (4.2) and (4.3).

Remark 4.1. It follows from Corollary 1.6 that, for r small enough, the integral bound

1
)\ ST,’}/T > / HrdST
WS w) > g7 [

holds on any geodesic spheres S, centered at an interior point p of any 3-dimensional Riemannian
manifolds as soon as R(p) > 0. Once again this inequality improves (3.6) in this situation.

5 A few words on the hyperbolic setting

In this last section, we give the proofs of Theorem 1.7 and Corollary 1.8. Let us briefly recall
the setting and the main results which are needed for this purpose.

When (X,v) is a compact hypersurface isometrically embedded in an n-dimensional spin
Riemannian manifold (M, g) with scalar curvature bounded from below by —n(n — 1)x2, k > 0,
it is natural to consider the operators given by

lDf =D, + i ; 1%\/36(1/),

where ¢(v) represents the Clifford multiplication, with respect to g, by the inner unit normal
to X denoted by v. These are first order elliptic and self-adjoint differential operators which
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acts on the spinor bundle over (M, g) restricted to ¥. They appear as natural counterparts of
the extrinsic Dirac operator in the integral version of the hyperbolic Schrédinger—Lichnerowicz
formula (see, for example, [11, 21, 23, 25, 32]). Since the Clifford multiplication by v sends an
eigenspinor for ﬂ);r associated to A to an eigenspinor for lD; associated to —A\, the spectra of
these operators, denoted by Spec (lD,ij), are such that

Spec () = —Spec (7)) C R*.
Let A (X, ) denote their first nonnegative eigenvalues. Note that since

n—1)2
(P20 = p2o+ "2y

for all spinor fields v on M restricted to X, it is direct to deduce that

+ 2 o (n—=1)% 5
)‘1 (277) > )\1(277) + 4 K. (51)

Let us now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1.1. From [25, 32],
it follows that under our assumptions, there exists on H”(—HQ) \ 2 ~ ¥ x [0,+00] a unique
function w with initial value

1

w(-,0) = —————Ho
207 (2,7)
in such a way that the quasi-spherical metric g, = w?dp? + 7p defines an asymptotically
hyperbolic metric with constant scalar curvature R = —n(n — 1)k? and with (X,v) as a compact

inner boundary with mean curvature H = ZAf(Z,v). Here ) denotes the compact domain
of Hn(—FLQ) bounded by ¥ and p is the distance from X. Then it follows from the positive mass
theorem recalled in Remark 5.3 that

: -1
_ . < .
i EpHp(l w )X -(dE, <0 (5.2)
for any future-directed null vector ¢ € R™!. The vector X = (z1,...,x,,t) is the position vector

in R™!, the inner product is given by the Lorentz metric and #, denotes the mean curvature
of ¥, in Hn(—KJQ). This implies in particular that

Jlim ., H,(1 —w™") cosh(kr)dS, > 0. (5.3)

On the other hand, it is proved in [25, 31] that there exists v > 1 such that for any future-directed
null vector ¢ € R™! the function

pe[0,+oo[ [ Hy(l—w )X, (dS,
2p

is nonincreasing in p, where X, = (z1,...,%,,at). Combining this fact with (5.2) and (5.3)
yields

/ (Ho — 205(2,7)) Xo - CdE < lim [ H,(1—w )X, (dS, <0
) P+ Jy,
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and this implies that the vector

/Z (HO - 2A?(277))Xa dx

is future-directed causal. In particular, its time component is nonnegative and so the inequal-
ity (1.4) follows straightforwardly. The equality case is a direct consequence of the characteri-
zation of the equality case in the positive mass theorem given in Remark 5.3. |

Proof of Corollary 1.8. The Bar-Hijazi inequality (2.6) and the estimate (5.1) ensure that

4
ME(E )2 > o+ k2
2|
Moreover, equality holds only for two-dimensional round spheres. Then the Minkowski-type
inequality (1.8) as well as its equality case follow directly from Theorem 1.7. |

Remark 5.1. By sending £ — 0 in the inequalities (1.4) and (1.5), we respectively recover
the estimate (1.1) and the classical Minkowski inequality for convex body in the 3-dimensional
Euclidean space (see Remark 2.3).

Remark 5.2. It is obvious to deduce from the inequality (1.4) that
1
Ait(za 7) < S sup HOa
2 5

which imply, with the help of (5.1), a well-known inequality due to Ginoux [16] and which asserts
that

M(Z,7)2 < %((sup’;’-[o)2 — (n—1)%k?).
)

Note however that this last inequality holds in a much more broader context since it only
assumes the existence of an isometric immersion of (X, ) in a Riemannian manifold carrying an
imaginary Killing spinor field.

Remark 5.3. In the proof of Theorem 1.7, we make appeal to a positive mass theorem for
asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds with compact inner boundary which we now explain. This
result is inspired by a work with Hijazi and Montiel [22] and which can be seen as a hyperbolic
version of the results of Herzlich [17, 18]. Assume, as in the proof of Theorem 1.7, that M :=
H"(—x?) \ Q is endowed with respect to the metric g,,. Thus (M, g,) is an n-dimensional
asymptotically hyperbolic manifold, in the sense of [1], with constant scalar curvature and with
compact inner boundary (¥, ) whose mean curvature is constant and equal to 2A] (3, 7). It is
obvious to see that M is endowed with a spin structure and so we can consider (SM,V, ¢, (, ))
the associated Dirac bundle for the metric g,,, where SM denotes the bundle of complex spinors,
V is the corresponding spin Levi-Civita connection, ¢ the Clifford multiplication and (, ) the
Hermitian inner product. On the other hand, on (M, ), b, being the hyperbolic metric with
constant sectional curvature —x?, there exists a set of maximal dimension of imaginary Killing
spinors which is parametrized by a € C*" with m = [n/2]. This implies that for every such
aa € C?" corresponds an imaginary Killing spinor field ¢, which can be considered as a section
of SM via the identification between the spinor bundles over (M, g,,) and (M, h,;). Then it can be
shown that there exists a unique v, € W2 such that the spinor field ¥, := 9, +n®, € I'(SM)
satisfies the following boundary value problem:

Dt0,=0 on M,
Pi‘l’a\z =0 along .
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Here 7 is a cut-off function that vanishes on a compact set of M and is equal to 1 for r large
enough. Moreover, DF := co V¥ is a zero order modification of the classical Dirac operator D
with V* the modified connection defined by

Vi=V,+ V-1

ke(Z)

for all Z € I'(T'M). On the other hand, the maps Pf represent the L2-orthogonal projections
onto the subspace spanned by the eigenspinors corresponding to the positive eigenvalues of ﬁi[
which define global elliptic boundary conditions for the operators D*. Then integrating by parts
on the compact domain delimited by %, the identity (V+)*V+\Ila = 0, which is deduced from
the Schrodinger—Lichnerowicz formula and sending p — 400 finally leads to

1
. -1 2 _ + |2 — + =
pgrfw Ep”z'-[r(l w )| @g|* dE, /M|V U, |*dM /E<$7Wa+2H¢a,Wa>dE,(5.4)

which is nonnegative since Pi‘I’a\z =0 and H = 2)\{(X,7). The fact that the left-hand side
of the previous equality is finite is proved in [25, 32]. Now the inequality (5.2) follows directly
since for every null vector ¢ € R™!, there exists a € C2", where

Ca = Z <\/j160(6j)a, a>€j — <\/j100(€0)a, a>eo

j=1
such that
_ 2
—2KkX - Ca - ’(I)a| :

Here ey = %, ej = % in R™! for all j = 1,...,n and cq denotes the Clifford multiplication

with respect to the Lorentz inner product in R™!. Finally, note that if the left-hand side of (5.4)
vanishes, the spinor ¥, has to be an imaginary Killing spinor and so in particular (M, g,,) is an
Einstein manifold with scalar curvature equal to —n(n — 1)x2. Then, from the Gauss equation
for the embedding of ¥, in (M, g,,) we deduce that

(1—w™?)(Ry,+ (n—1)(n—2)x%) =0,

which implies that w = 1 since we assumed that the sectional curvature K of (X,~) satisfies
K > —rk?. This implies that X, as inner boundary of M, has the same second fundamental
form as boundary of the hyperbolic domain Q. Then (3,7) is a smooth embedded compact
hypersurface in the hyperbolic space with constant mean curvature and so it is a round sphere.

References

[1] Andersson L., Dahl M., Scalar curvature rigidity for asymptotically locally hyperbolic manifolds, Ann. Global
Anal. Geom. 16 (1998), 1-27, arXiv:dg-ga/9707017.

Bér C., Lower eigenvalue estimates for Dirac operators, Math. Ann. 293 (1992), 39-46.
Bér C., Extrinsic bounds for eigenvalues of the Dirac operator, Ann. Global Anal. Geomn. 16 (1998), 573-596.
Bartnik R., The mass of an asymptotically flat manifold, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 39 (1986), 661-693.

w N

ENNCIENINRCON)

Bartnik R., Quasi-spherical metrics and prescribed scalar curvature, J. Differential Geom. 37 (1993), 31-71.

Bartnik R.A., Chrusciel P.T., Boundary value problems for Dirac-type equations, J. Reine Angew. Math.
579 (2005), 13-73, arXiv:math.DG/0307278.

[7] Bourguignon J.-P., Hijazi O., Milhorat J.L., Moroianu A., Moroianu S., A spinorial approach to Riemannian
and conformal geometry, EMS Monogr. Math., Eur. Math. Soc. (EMS), Ziirich, 2015.


https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006547905892
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006547905892
https://arxiv.org/abs/dg-ga/9707017
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01444701
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006550532236
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160390505
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1214453422
https://doi.org/10.1515/crll.2005.2005.579.13
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/0307278
https://doi.org/10.4171/136

14 S. Raulot
[8] Bray H.L., Proof of the Riemannian Penrose inequality using the positive mass theorem, J. Differential
Geom. 59 (2001), 177-267, arXiv:math.DG/9911173.
[9] Brendle S., Hung P.-K., Wang M.-T., A Minkowski inequality for hypersurfaces in the anti-de Sitter—
Schwarzschild manifold, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 69 (2016), 124-144, arXiv:1209.0669.

[10] Chrusciel P., Boundary conditions at spatial infinity from a Hamiltonian point of view, in Topological
Properties and Global Structure of Space-Time (Erice, 1985), NATO Adv. Sci. Inst. Ser. B Phys., Vol. 138,
Plenum, New York, 1986, 49-59.

[11] Chrusciel P.T., Herzlich M., The mass of asymptotically hyperbolic Riemannian manifolds, Pacific J. Math.
212 (2003), 231-264, arXiv:math.DG/0110035.

[12] Eichmair M., Miao P., Wang X., Extension of a theorem of Shi and Tam, Calc. Var. Partial Differential
Equations 43 (2012), 45-56, arXiv:0911.0377.

[13] Fan X.-Q., Shi Y., Tam L.-F., Large-sphere and small-sphere limits of the Brown—York mass, Comm. Anal.
Geom. 17 (2009), 37-72, arXiv:0711.2552.

[14] Friedrich Th., Der erste Eigenwert des Dirac-Operators einer kompakten, Riemannschen Mannigfaltigkeit
nichtnegativer Skalarkrimmung, Math. Nachr. 97 (1980), 117-146.

[15] Ge Y., Wang G., Wu J., Hyperbolic Alexandrov—Fenchel quermassintegral inequalities II, J. Differential
Geom. 98 (2014), 237-260, arXiv:1304.1417.

[16] Ginoux N., Une nouvelle estimation extrinseque du spectre de l'opérateur de Dirac, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci.
Paris 336 (2003), 829-832.

[17] Herzlich M., A Penrose-like inequality for the mass of Riemannian asymptotically flat manifolds, Comm.
Math. Phys. 188 (1997), 121-133.

[18] Herzlich M., Minimal surfaces, the Dirac operator and the Penrose inequality, in Séminaire de Théorie
Spectrale et Géométrie, Année 2001-2002, Sémin. Théor. Spectr. Géom., Vol. 20, Université de Grenoble I,
Saint-Martin-d’Heres, 2002, 9-16.

[19] Hijazi O., A conformal lower bound for the smallest eigenvalue of the Dirac operator and Killing spinors,
Comm. Math. Phys. 104 (1986), 151-162.

[20] Hijazi O., Premiere valeur propre de l'opérateur de Dirac et nombre de Yamabe, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris
Sér. I Math. 313 (1991), 865-868.

[21] Hijazi O., Montiel S., Raulot S., A holographic principle for the existence of imaginary Killing spinors,
J. Geom. Phys. 91 (2015), 12-28, arXiv:1502.04091.

[22] Hijazi O., Montiel S., Raulot S., A positive mass theorem for asymptotically hyperbolic manifolds with inner
boundary, Internat. J. Math. 26 (2015), 1550101, 17 pages.

[23] Hijazi O., Montiel S., Roldédn A., Dirac operators on hypersurfaces of manifolds with negative scalar curva-
ture, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 23 (2003), 247-264.

[24] Hijazi O., Montiel S., Zhang X., Dirac operator on embedded hypersurfaces, Math. Res. Lett. 8 (2001),
195-208, arXiv:math.DG/0012262.

[25] Kwong K.-K., On the positivity of a quasi-local mass in general dimensions, Comm. Anal. Geom. 21 (2013),
847871, arXiv:1207.7333.

[26] Nirenberg L., The Weyl and Minkowski problems in differential geometry in the large, Comm. Pure Appl.
Math. 6 (1953), 337-394.

[27] Pogorelov A.V., Regularity of a convex surface with given Gaussian curvature, Mat. Sb. 31 (1952), 88-103.

[28] Schoen R., Yau S.-T., Proof of the positive mass theorem. II, Comm. Math. Phys. 79 (1981), 231-260.

[29] Schoen R., Yau S.-T., Positive scalar curvature and minimal hypersurface singularities, in Surveys in Dif-
ferential Geometry 2019, Differential geometry, Calabi—Yau Theory, and General Relativity. Part 2, Surv.
Differ. Geom., Vol. 24, Int. Press, Boston, MA, 2019, 441-480, arXiv:1704.05490.

[30] ShiY., Tam L.-F., Positive mass theorem and the boundary behaviors of compact manifolds with nonnegative
scalar curvature, J. Differential Geom. 62 (2002), 79-125, arXiv:math.DG/0301047.

[31] Shi Y., Tam L.-F., Rigidity of compact manifolds and positivity of quasi-local mass, Classical Quantum
Gravity 24 (2007), 2357-2366.

[32] Wang M.T., Yau S.-T., A generalization of Liu—Yau’s quasi-local mass, Comm. Anal. Geom. 15 (2007),
249-282, arXiv:math.DG/0602321.

[33] Witten E., A new proof of the positive energy theorem, Comm. Math. Phys. 80 (1981), 381-402.


https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1090349428
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1090349428
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/9911173
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.21556
https://arxiv.org/abs/1209.0669
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4899-3626-4_5
https://doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2003.212.231
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/0110035
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-011-0402-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-011-0402-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0377
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.2009.v17.n1.a3
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.2009.v17.n1.a3
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.2552
https://doi.org/10.1002/mana.19800970111
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1406552250
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1406552250
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1417
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1631-073X(03)00206-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1631-073X(03)00206-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050159
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050159
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01210797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomphys.2015.01.012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.04091
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129167X15501013
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022808916165
https://doi.org/10.4310/MRL.2001.v8.n2.a8
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/0012262
https://doi.org/10.4310/CAG.2013.v21.n4.a3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.7333
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160060303
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160060303
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01942062
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/SDG.2019.v24.n1.a10
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05490
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1090425530
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/0301047
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/9/013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/9/013
https://dx.doi.org/10.4310/CAG.2007.v15.n2.a2
https://arxiv.org/abs/math.DG/0602321
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01208277

	1 Introduction
	2 A new upper bound for the first Dirac eigenvalue
	3 Proof of Theorem 1.3
	4 Proof of Theorem 1.5
	5 A few words on the hyperbolic setting
	References

